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I' I f ' Senate Minutes 
November 14, 1983 
1323 NOV 2 3 198J 
ANNOUNCEMENTS 
1. Correction to Minutes 1322 dated October 24, 1983. 
2. Explanation from Chair regarding the lack of response from Vice President 
Martin on Professor Darrel Davis's letter dated October 18, 1983. 
3. Comments from the Vice President and Provost Martin. 
DOCKET 
4. 353 294 Accepted the revision of the Curriculum Committee's Report 
on Portfolio Assessment (see Appendix A). 
5. 354 295 Accepted the proposal from the Curriculum Committee regarding 
regression and duplication of courses within a program. 
NEW/OLD BUSINESS 
6. Accepted procedures for naming faculty members to committees. 
7. Request the Committee on Committees to submit a list of names to the Senate 
for the purpose of naming a slate of three faculty members from which Vice 
President Martin will select an appointment to the UNI Foundation Board. 
8. Request the Committee on Committees to submit a list of names to the Senate 
for the purpose of naming two faculty members to the screening committee 
for a replacement for the position of Assistant Vice President of Academic 
Affairs. 
9. Report of action taken by the Appeals Committee on faculty status. 
The University Faculty Senate was called to order at 3:18p.m., November 14, 1983, 
in the Board Room by Chairperson Remington. 
Present: Baum, Dowell, Duea, Elmer, Erickson, Evenson, Glenn, Goulet, Hallberg, 
Kelly, Krogmann, Patton, Peterson, Remington, Richter, Sandstrom, Story, Hovet 
(ex officio). 
Alternates: Harrington for Boots, Kueter for Heller. 
Members of the press were requested to identify themselves. Laura Amick of Public 
Information was in attendance. 
ANNOUNCEMENTS 
1. The Chair announced two corrections to Minutes 1322 dated October 24, 1983. 
Senator Richter noted that in Item 7 (last paragraph on page 2), the comment that 
"Fifty-one percent said they would not use an instructional center and 87. said they 
would" is an inaccurate transcription. He had said that "Ninety-two percent said 
they would not use an instructional center and eight percent said they would." 
Senator Tarr noted that in the same item, paragraph 6 on page 3 incorrectly records 
that "The amendment was seconded by Boots and Sandstrom." The paragraph should 
read, "The amendment was accepted as friendly by Boots and Sandstrom." 
The corrections were approved by the Senate. 
2. The Chair said he was puzzled by the lack of response of Vice President Martin 
to Professor Davis's letter of October 18. On checking with the Vice President, 
the Chair discovered that the Vice President did not know about the letter. The 
Chair checked with the clerical staff and discovered the A~enda with Senate 
Documents attached were sent only to the Senators. Clarification of the mailing 
list has been made and the Chair apologized to the Vice President for his failure 
to monitor properly the instructions to the clerical staff. 
3. The Vice President announced that UNI would be taking to the Board of Regents 
this week its recommendation for four faculty requests for phased retirement. 
CALENDAR 
No items had been received. 
NEW/OLD BUSINESS 
The Chair said that in light of the increasing frequency with which the Senate 
is being asked to name faculty members to non-Senate committees, the Senators 
might wish to discuss establishing a formal procedure for handling auch requests. 
Krogmann asked that this be discussed later in the meeting. 
Goulet/Sandstrom moved to suspend the rules and discuss New/Old Business at the 
end of the meeting. 
The question was called. Motion passed. 
DOCKET 
4. 353 294 A revised proposal from the Curriculum Committee on the Report of 
Portfolio Analysis (see Appendix A). 
The Chair asked Dr. Lott if he wanted to speak to the revision. 
Dr. Lott said that in listening to the discussion at the previous meeting, he 
understood there were two clarifications needed. One was chan~ing the word 
"portfolio" and that has been changed to "or portfolio assessment of prior learnin 
The second change was a clarification for when the work should be done. This has 
been changed to "the experience upon which the project is based may have been 
completed at any previous time." Dr. Lott asked if there w~re any questions. 
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Story/Kelly moved to consider the revised proposal of the Curriculum Committee's 
Report on Portfolio Analysis. 
Motion passed. 
Story/Kelly moved to accept the revised report. 
Evenson said changing the words does not satisfy his questions. He wants to know 
what we are giving credit for. 
Professor Talbott said that it was being given for "learning." The quality of 
learning is dependent upon the faculty committee. 
Goulet said he was not so sure it is appropriate to give credit for prior experience 
or learning. Students come here to learn from us and to receive a degree from UNI 
not their prior experience. 
Sandstrom said he shared some of the stated sentiments. Monitoring is essential. 
There must be a way to prevent abuse. 
Evenson said he was opposed philosophically to giving credit not earned at a 
college. 
Mr. Leahy said that this is a revision of a current policy, not a new proposal. 
The report is tightening up what is already on the books. 
Krogmann said this seemed to her about the same as an internship. 
Dr. Lott said credit for prior learning is restricted to six hours of credit per 
project just as an internship is. He said the program would be tightened up by 
keeping a file of such projects. Now we have a list of projects but not the 
projects themselves. The committee on looking at the title, said it needed a 
file and the use of numbers 7 and 8 would tighten up the program. 
Evenson said the internship program should be well supervised and done while the 
student is currently enrolled in college. 
Talbott said open credit has to be documented by three committee members. 
Evenson said the language was proper. It was the concept of the pro~ram he did not 
approve of. 
Talbott said he was surprised when he learned we were giving credit without any 
guidelines. 
Kelly said that in the last ten or twelve years if only twenty people had used 
open credit he was not sure it was being abused and from now on it would be 
closely monitored. 
The Chair asked the Senate if it was prepared to vote. The Senate agreed. 
Motion passed. 
3 
5. 354 295 The proposal from the Curriculum Committee regarding regression and 
duplication of courses within a program. 
Sandstrom/Erickson moved to approve the proposal. 
Motion passed. 
NEW/OLD BUSINESS 
6. Krogmann/Sandstrom moved that the Senate go into a committee of the whole. 
Motion passed. 
Goulet/Krogmann moved the Senate rise from the committee of the whole. 
Motion passed. 
7. Sandstrom/Harrington moved that: 
1. The Senate request that all persons or organizations asking the Senate to 
nominate or appoint faculty members to non-Senate committee include a 
description of that committee's functions and duties along with their request. 
2. A discussion of criteria for selection of members to the committee in 
question will follow consideration of that person's or organization's request. 
3. The Senate forward the information received from that organization or _, 
person to the Committee on Committees along with the Senate deliberations 
(Senate Minutes). 
4. An ad hoc committee on procedures consisting of the Senate Chair, Senate 
Vice-Chair, and Faculty Chair discuss procedural problems where such problems 
exist. 
5. The final list of candidates submitted by the Committee on Committees to 
the Senate include a brief letter or list of questions in each case. 
6. Discussion of candidates may occur in executive session. 
7. The Senate request the Committee on Committees create a pool of 
candidates each spring by requesting, with the ballots for election, an 
inquiry of special interests and of basic areas in which faculty members 
would be willing to serve. 
Peterson/Glenn moved to amend the motion by deleting number 6, on the grounds that 
the Senate always had the right to move to executive session when it deemed it 
appropriate to do so. 
Motion passed. 
Goulet/Duea moved to amend the motion by adding, ''That the Senate Chair include, 
whenever possible, the names of the nominees and appropriate supporting material 
with the Senate Document sent to Senate members prior to meetings." 
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Motion passed. 
Hallberg/Hovet moved a friendly amendment to collapse items two and three into 
one statement. 
Sandstrom and Harrington agreed to the amendment. 
The Senate request motion now reads that: 
1. Request that all persons or organizations asking the Senate to nominate or 
appoint faculty members to non-Senate committee include a description of that 
committee's functions and duties along with their request. 
2. A discussion of criteria for selection of members to the committee in 
question will follow consideration of that person's or organization's request. 
The Senate will forward the information received from that person or organization 
to the Committee on Committees along with the Senate deliberations (Senate 
Minutes). 
3. An ad hoc committee on procedures consisting of the Senate Chair, Senate 
Vice-Chair, and Faculty Chair discuss procedural problems where such problems 
exist. 
4. The final list of candidates submitted by the Committee on Committees to 
the Senate include a brief letter or list of qualifications in each case. 
5. The Senate request the Committee on Committees to create a pool of 
candidates each spring by requesting, with the ballots for election, an 
inquiry of special interests and of basic areas in which the faculty members 
would be willing to serve. 
6. The Senate Chair include, whenever possible, the names of the nominees 
and appropriate supporting material with the Senate Document sent to Senate 
members prior to the meetings. 
Story called the question. 
Motion passed as amended. 
7. A request from Vice President Martin for Senate action on nominations for 
a slate of three faculty members from which his office will select a faculty 
appointee to the UNI Foundation Board. 
8. Request the Committee on Committees to submit a list of names to the Senate 
for the purpose of naming two faculty members to the screening committee for a 
replacement for the position of Assistant Vice President of Academic Affairs. 
Story/Duea moved to implement the procedure the Senate passed unless there was a 
time problem. 
The Chair asked Vice President Martin to respond. 
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The Vice President said the appointee to the UN! Foundation Board was not urgent 
but the screening committee to replace Assistant Vice President of Academic Affair.~ 
should be ready by January 15. 
Chairperson Remington said that the Senate could consider the criteria at the next 
meeting. 
Motion passed. 
9. The Chair read a report from Senator Hallberg regarding the two appeals that the 
Committee on Faculty Status had received. The Committee's decision was that the 
faculty chair was correct. The committee received a third appeal after the dead-
line. The committee recommended the appeal be made in a subsequent year. 
Harrington/Erickson moved the Senate adjourn. 
Motion passed. 




These minutes shall stand approved as published unless corrections or protests 
are filed with the secretary of the Senate within two weeks of this date, 
Wednesday, November 23, 1983. 
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APPENDIX A 
1m1 University of Northern Iowa 1!!!1 Offwe of Academic Affairs C«l&.r Ta l~ L...-• 1t.<e 14 
Tel.ephone (31"' 77.)..2.,1"7 
TO: Thoma• Remington, Chair 
Univer1ity faculty Senate 
FROH : fred II. Lott, Chair J. t..), ;(., 
Univeraity Committee on Curricula 
DATE: November 3, 1983 
SUBJECT: Revision of the Open Credit Syatem 
At the October 24, 1983 meeting, the. Faculty Senate considered the recommen-
dations of the University Committee on Curricula regarding the inclusion of 
portfolio assessment of prior learning in the Open Credit System (Docket 294). 
After some diacussion the matter vas returned to the committee for clarification 
of the wording of the proposed catalog atatement. 
It seemed froo the Senate dlacuaaion thst there were two principal pointa which 
needed to be cleared up. Firat, the original addition of the word "portfolioR 
to the first sentence did not eeem to indicate that this was intended specifically 
to provide for the inclusion of granting credit for Experiential Learning in the 
Open Credit System. Secondly, it was not clear whether or not credit was to be 
given for work to be done or for work finished in the past. 
The committee's proposed revision of the catalog statement is given below. 
Essentially it consists of replacing the word ''portfolio'' in the first sentence 
with ''portfolio assessment of prior lea~in&," and replacing the first part of 
the second sentence with "The experience upon which the project is based may 
have been completed at any previous time." 
The full text committee's proposed revision of Recommendation #1 ie given belov. 
Please note that the committee's remaining recoomendations, #2 through #8, are 
not affected by this revision and reDain as they were in Docket 294. (See 
Senate Minutes 1321, October 10, 1983, Appendix B.) 
Revised Recommendation fl of the University Curriculum Committee: 
L That portfoli o assessment be in.cluded itl "Open Credit" and that the 
catalog description ef Open Credit (p. 50) be reworded as follows: 
OPEN CREDIT SYSTEH - This type of under&raduate credit ls designed for 
special projects such as a paper, experimeat, ~~~fglig, o~ work of art, 
or portfolio assessmeat of prior learRin§. ~~~ t~ fte ~~eeiiie ~i~ 
p~~ie~ ~e~ ie~ eeMple~ie. e{ e p~eje&~; The experience upon which the 
project is based cay have been completed at any previoua ti~e; however, 
the student must be registered for credit at this University during the 
semester "open credit" is requeated and open credit will ~e recorded only 
after the etudeat has eatisfactorily completed 12 ~oure of credit at this 
institution. 
Thoaaa Remin&ton 
Nove•ber 3, 1983 
h&e 2 
A project a.y be a u bmitted any ti•e during the ae~eater up to the last d.te 
to add a second half aemeater courae for credit. There ia no &uarantee of 
credit prior to or upon aubmittal of the project. The project fa aubmitttd 
to an ad hoc faculty committee of three faculty me•Lera recommended by Lhe 
student and approved by the head of the academic department or diacipliae 
in which the project falla; two faculty member• are chosen fro• the acade•ic 
area or diecipline of the project and one from any area. The atudent may aot 
eubmit a project evaluated by one committee to a second committee for re• 
evaluation. The Jtudent may resubmit a project to the original committee at 
the comcittee'a discretion or with ita encourage•ent. 
The number of open credit houra aesi&ned to a project vill reflect the 
academic evaluation of the project; credit will be awarded for work judged 
to be of at leaat C level quality. No letter gradea are given. The ranee 
of credit ia fro• 0 to 6 houra per project. A atudent may apply a maxiaua 
of 1B hours of open credit toward graduation requirements. Open credit ia 
normally elective but upon the recommendation of the ad hoc com~ittee it aay 
be approved for requirement• in General Education with the approval of the 
Office of Acade~ic Affair• or for major credit with departmental approval. 
Students should contact the sPecial Protrams Office or the appropriate 
depart~ental office !or advice in sub~l tting project6. Application foraa 
may be secured from the Office of the Registrar. 
